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2. 



-The MAILING DA TE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the corresponde nce address - 

TtaJft^SI^ I 6 M K y £°° 3 F ,*"^ T0 PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 
Lfi r fl? re ;. further ac *'° n ^y ll ]e applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this application A proper reDlv to a 

PERIOD FOR REPI Y [check either a) or b)] 

a) □ The period for reply expires months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) IX! Theperioc Ifor reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection whichever is later in 
706 07(f) W,THIN TW ° M ° NTHS ° F THE F,NAL REJECTION See MPEP 

1 0 ™'^° f Appea ' W3S filed on ' A PPellant*s Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1 .192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
3 The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) IS] they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) Kl they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) E| they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 
issues for appeal; and/or 3 a 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 
NOTE: See attached sheet 

3-D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4D N c :s — would be a,,owabie if submitted in a separate - time * fiied — 

5 - D ssa^bss s^ss has been considered but does not p,ace the 

6. Q The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. y 

7. Q For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)H will not be entered or b)D will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: None . 

Claim(s) objected to: None . 

Claim(s) rejected: 20-27 and 39-46 . 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

8. Q The proposed drawing correction filed on is a)D approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

10. Q Other: 
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1. The Amendment After Final submitted on May 16,2003 (Paper No. 16) will not be 
entered because they raise the issue of new matter and are not deemed to place the 
application in better form for appeal for materially reducing or simplifying the issues for 
appeal. 

Independent claim 20 now recites that the strippable laminate finish kit comprises 
"a strip agent-permeable polymerizable waterborne topcoat containing at least about 15 
wt.% solids" however there is no support for such an amendment in the original 
disclosure. Page 8, lines 16-20 of the Specification state that kit contains the topcoat 
that could be packaged as concentrates intended to be "mixed with water or another 
suitable solvent at about a 15 to 40% solids level". First, there is no support for a 
topcoat having more than 40% solids. Second, it is no clear what type of solids level is 
disclosed in the Specification, i.e., weight percent solids or volume percent solids. 
Hence, the proposed amendments raise the issue of new matter and would also require 
further search and consideration. 



2. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sheeba Ahmed whose telephone number is (703)305- 
0594. The examiner can normally be reached on Mondays and Thursdays from 8am to 
6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paul Thibodeau can be reached on (703)308-2367. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 
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(703)305-5408 for regular communications and (703)305-3599 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703)306- 
5665. 

PaulThibodeau 

Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Sneeba Ahmed Technology Center 1700 

May 29, 2003 



